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year to launch a probe of th e Moon has 
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that the Soviets launched a vehicle from Tyuratam (from which all Soviet' 
lunar probes to date have been launched) at about 0840Z, 10 April/mr with- 
m 4-mmutes of the optimum time for a lunar launch on that date. (The 

forWfltinik 4.tyW Wnt^wa'I 5 otjeSff^^vfwo d-iv, 

Mi >i j 

indicates that H^V^cU 
propulsion, 

a IT' ’ Ihe vehli:le »«fc«v«d parking orbr 

_,, , . . 

adoon, apparently /did not ignite. The Soviets covered up this failure, yet 
satisfied UN requirements that all orbiting vehicles be reported, by an 
announcement naming the vehicle Cosmos 60 and claiming that it was partic 

dcc‘‘v ( d"- lh , <! COS "’'° S Fr ° Er “" «* «!»«, research. Cosmos 60 

decayed a days later, having apparently executed no mission other than 

- ' fillnt ey em ent rS«?’bll. ' : gllf ,1 '■ LSL ■ . , ! i • ?|gi. 

The Soviets' latest lunar probe attempt is their 13th to date. A listing 

on page '37. For more data on launch vehicles and techniques see oa^e 4 
The next Soviet attempt, or series of attempts, to launch lunar probes 
will probably come in December this year, when the "window” again opens 
for a Lunik 4 type event. Lunik 4 was probably intended to soft-land an 
instrumented package on the Moon. 

(Various, FLINT sensors; SPAN ATS; NORAD) 
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rt of Revolution l^8, after nearly 8 days in orbit. This is the 15th 
idled Cosmos: (de-orbited on Revolutions 126-128. Its mission was 
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